
Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Washington, D.C. 20554

In the Matter of

Petition for Declaratory Ruling Seeking Foreign
Ownership Ruling Pursuant to Section 310(bX4)
of the Communications Act of 1934, as Amended,
filed by Zoo Communications, LLC and Anco
Media Group, LLC

To: Office of the Secretary

Attn: Chief, Audio Division, Media Bureau

MB DocketNo. 17-359
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Zoo Communications, LLC ("Zoo"), licensee of Stations WzFL,Islamorada, Florida,

WBGF, Belle Glade, Florida, W228BV, Fort Lauderdale, Florida and W228BY, Belle Glade,

Florida and Anco Media Group, LLC ("Anco"), by their attorneys, hereby file their Reply

Comments to the January 18,2018 Comments filed by JVC Media of South Florida, LLC ("JVC

Media"), opposing the Zoo and Anco Petition for Declaratory Ruling under Section 310(b)(a) of

the Communications Act, as amended ("Declaratory Petition";.1 The Declaratory Petition was

filed by Zoo and Anco at the same time as their Transfer of Control App. In support of their

position, Zoo and Anco submit the following:

1. As noted, Zoo and Anco have filed their Transfer of Control App. seeking FCC

consent to transfer ownership of Zoo from Zoo's current members to Anco and its members.

Zoo's ownership is currently composed of three individuals: Marcella Manca (40% ownership

interest), Kimberly Bianchini Scudellari (40Yo ownership interest) and Claudio Dompe (20%

ownership interest). Mr. Dompe is an Italian citizen. Anco is composed of four individuals:

I See Public Notice,"Zoo Communications, LLC and Anco Media Group, LLC Seek Foreign Ownership
Ruling Pursuant to Section 310(bX4) ofthe Communications Act of 7934,as amended," D.A.17-1221,
released December 19,2017. JVC Media has also filed a Petition to Deny opposing the November 28,

2017 application consent to transfer of control of Zoo from Zoo's current members to Anco (BTCH-
20171128AAW) ("Transfer of Control App."). Zoo and Anco, on January 29,2018, filed an Opposition
to the JVC Petition to Deny.
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Claudio Dompe (40% ownership interest), Marco Mazzoli (40% ownership interest), Claudia

Dompe (10% ownership interest) and Stefania Pittaluga (10% ownership interest). All of the

Anco principals are Italian citizens.

2. In their Declaratory Petition, Zoo and Anco request that the FCC permit Anco to

acquire 100 percent indirect ownership of Zoo,thereby, permiuing Anco to exceed the25

percent non-citizen ownership benchmark contained in Section 310(bX4) of the Communications

Act of 1934, as amended (the "Act"). They also request that the FCC permit each of the Anco

principals to increase their voting and equity interest in Anco at a future time. JVC Media has

filed its Comments opposing the Declaratory Petition.

3. A review of the JVC Media Comments shows it does not provide any justification

for the relief which JVC requests, the Commission's denial of the Declaratory Petition. Just as

with its Petition to Deny objecting to the Transfer of Control App., JVC Media does not make

any specific relevant factual allegations to establish that grant of the Declaratory Petition would

be inconsistent with the public interest. JVC Media's Comments, like its Petition to Deny, are

motivated by and are concerned with a private ongoing commercial lawsuit between JVC Media

andZoo. As such, JVC Media's Comments result from an abuse of the FCC's processes.

4. The Commission has previously found abuses of the Commission's processes

when FCC filings are used as part of threats, even when made in settlement negotiations.2 The

Commission has stated that "[a]buse of process is a broad concept and that includes use of

Commission processes to achieve a result that the process was not intended to achieve, or use of

that process to subvert the purpose the process was intended to achieve."3 The FCC has further

defined "abuse of process" as "serious willful misconductwhich directly threatens the integrity

of the Commission's licensing processes."4

2 See e.g. Gulf Coast Communications, Inc.,8 FCC Rcd 499, 513 (Rev. Bd. 1980), review denied,FCC
82-128 (1982); James C. Sliger,70 FCC 2d 1565 (Rev. Bd. 1979), aff'd sub nom. Cumberland v. FCC,
647 F.2d, 1341 (D.C. Cir. 1980).
3 Ronald Brasher, 15 FCC Rcd 16326,16331 (2000) (citing Broadcast Renewal Applicanrs, 3 FCC Rcd
5179,5199 n. 2 (1988) ("use ofthe term 'abuse ofprocess' is confined to abuses resulting from the filing
of competing applications, petitions to deny or from the use of other similar mechanisms.") (emphasis
added).
a Saga Communications of New England, Inc.,19 FCC Rcd 2741,2745 (Enf. Bur. 2004) (citing Policy
Statement on Character Qualifications in Broadcast Licensing, 102 FCC 2d 1179, l2 I I ( 1986) (emphasis
added).
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5. In this case, as the attached affidavit of Bernard L.Egozi makes clear, JVC Media

has used a Commission's licensing proceeding in a tawdry effort to advance its own private

agenda in non-FCC related State civil litigation. Mr. Egozi serves as Zoo's counsel in private

civil litigation being conducted in Florida.s On or about December 12,2017, Mr. Egozi held a

telephone conversation with William Pincus, counsel for JVC Media, concerning the private

Florida civil suit between JVC Media and2oo,6 in which the attorneys discussed the prospect for

settlement of the suit. During the course of their conversation, Mr. Pincus reminded Mr. Egozi of

Zoo's pending Declaratory Petition filed at the FCC relating to foreign ownership. Mr. Pincus

stated to Mr. Egozi that if the Florida Litigation could not be resolved immediately, JVC would

file "an objection" against the Zoo Declaratory Petition at the FCC. Mr. Egozi inquired of Mr.

Pincus whether a settlement of the Florida Litigation would obviate the need for JVC to assert its

objection at the FCC and would operate as a ooglobal settlement." Mr. Pincus replied

affirmatively that it would.T

6. Shortly thereafter, on December 19,2017, Mr. Egozi again spoke with Mr. Pincus

at which time the prospect of settlement of the Florida Litigation occurred. During this second

conversation, Mr. Pincus again stated to Mr. Egozi that if the parties did not resolve the Florida

Litigation quickly, JVC would be filing its objection to the ZooDeclaratory Petition at the FCC.8

Ten days later, on December 29,2017, Mr. Egozi emailed Mr. Pincus requesting an extension of

time to respond to a Complaint filed in the Florida Litigation and to consider JVC's latest

settlement demand. Mr. Pincus agreed in his email to the requested extension, but added that

"however, JVC is filing an objection to Zoo's Petition. Just thought you should know."e

5 Affidavit of Bemard L.Egozi, p. 1 (Attachment A).
6 The action is styled JVC Media of South Floridav. Zoo Communications, LLC, Case No.
502017CA0l27IXXXXMB, pending in the 15th Judicial Circuit Court of Palm Beach County, Florida
(the "Florida Litigation"). The fVC Media Comments are supposedly filed with respect to the FCC's
enforcement of Section 3 l0(bX4) of the Act regarding indirect ownership of U.S. broadcast stations by
non-U.S. citizens, however, fVC Media spends an entire page in its Comments opposing the Declaratory
Petition by providing a detailed description of its contractual litigation with Zoo. This strange behavior
provides additional evidence of JVC Media's real motives behind filing its Comments opposing the
Declaratory Petition and is consistent with JVC Media's threat to do just that.
7 Affidavit of Bernard L. Egozi, p. 1.
I Id.
e Id.,p.2.
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7. Similar to the Gulf Coost Communications decision, where the Commission's

Review Board disqualified an applicant for engaging in an improper abuse of process,l0 here,

JVC Media has sought to utilize the Commission's licensing processes to enhance its own

private interests in private civil litigation conducted in Florida State Court. That Florida

Litigation is completely unrelated to the FCC's Section 310(b)(4) process or the pending

Declaratory Petition seeking relief under Section 310 of the Act, filed with and to be decided by

the FCC. The subject of the Florida Litigation, on the other hand, is a private cause of action to

determine whether Zoo is liable financially to JVC Media for an alleged breach of contract and is

to be decided by a State Court. What can the current issue before the FCC under Section

310(b)(4) of the Act regarding the proposed ownership of the licensee of Stations WZFL and

WBGF by Italian citizens, who own the proposed parent company, Anco, possibly have to do

with an action before a Florida State Court to determine who possibly owes whom money under

a contract?ll

8. The Commission has consistently held that it does not wish to involve itself in the

resolution of private civil litigation involving contractual disputes by broadcast companies.12

Here, however, JVC Media has threatenedZoo with the filing of an objection to Zoo's foreign

ownership request unless Zoo is willing to accept the JVC settlement offer in an unrelated civil

action. And true to its word, when Zoo did not agree to JVC Media's settlement offer in the

Florida Litigation, JVC Media immediately filed both a Petition to Deny objecting to the grant of

Zoo's Transfer of Control App. and Comments objecting to FCC approval of Zoo's Declaratory

Petition to allow indirect station ownership by Anco's principals.

9. JVC Media's disingenuous efforts to threaten Zoo withthe filing of Comments

opposing the Declaratory Petition, so that JVC Media might leverage a beneficial private

1o 8 FCC Rcd at 513.
1r No doubt, JVC Media will posture that the contract involving Florida civil litigation is an Asset
Purchase Agreement previously filed with an Assignment Application at the FCC. But, the issue before
the Florida Court has nothing to do with licensing issues before the Commission under Section 310(bX4)
of the Act. The contract before the Florida Court and the issues to be decided by that Court are similar to
other contract cases resolved in local courts, and constitute private business disputes in which the FCC
does not involve itself.
12 Nameloc, Inc. and ABC, Inc., 23 FCC Rcd 14295, n. 13 (2008); Decatur Telecasting, Inc.,'7 FCC Rcd
8622(1992);John R. Runner, Receiver (KBIF),36 RR 773,778(1976).
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settlement in a completely unrelated civil action in Florida State Court, constitutes a serious

abuse of the FCC's processes which "threatens the integrity of the Commission's licensing

processes."13 Reaching settlement of unrelated local contract litigation is clearly not the result

that the FCC licensing procedures were intended to achieve under the Act. Rather, JVC Media's

conduct subverts the purpose of the Commission's licensing process.la ThatJVC Media's

Comments and its earlier-filed Petition to Deny may be considered comparatively insignificant

substantively is irrelevant. As the Review Board noted inGulf Coast Communications,"the

misconduct does not depend upon the substance of the material, but rather the manner in which

the material is used."ls JVC Media has abused the Commission's processes by using the FCC's

licensing process as a lever to manipulate Zoo's conduct in the Florida Litigation and, as such,

JVC Media must be sanctioned for its highly improper conduct. Zoo andAnco, pursuant to

Section 1.41 of the FCC's rules,16 have already requested and again, here, respectfully request

that JVC Media's license for Station WSWN, Belle Glade, Florida, be designated for hearing for

revocation of license based on JVC Media's plain abuse of process here.

10. Further proof of JVC Media's intention to threaten Zoo with delays in FCC

approval of the Declaratory Petition is amply demonstrated by JVC Media's inability to find

anything of note regarding Zoo or Anco with which to seriously complain about. JVC's

assertions are, to be charitable, extremely light on facts, relying heavily on speculation,

conjecture and surmise in the absence of substance, with a dose of nitpick, conclusory facts and

general allegations thrown in for good measure.

11. JVC Media attacks Zoo's ownership as o'a convenient sham" and states that the

transfer "has already occurred."lT JVC Media also attacks the Purchase Agreement attached to

the Zoo Transfer of Control Application. According to JVC Media, the fact that a Schedule to the

Purchase Agreement dealing with contracts has not been supplied as part of the filing is of major

interest to JVC Media, again, in view of its claim in the Florida Litigation thatZoo, allegedly,

13 See note 5, supra.
1a See note 4, supra.
15 Gulf Coast Communications, S FCC Rcd at 515.
16 47 c.F.R. 91.41.
17 Comments filed by JVC Media of South Florida, LLC, January 18, 2018, pp.2-3.



has defaulted previously on a contract obligation. According to JVC, it "has a significant interest

in knowing from precisely which contracts the proposed transferee plans to release Zoo."rB

12. JVC Media criticizes Zoo principals Kimberly Bianchini Scudellari and Marcella

Manca because they have ownership in other businesses unrelated to Zoo. JVC Media criticizes

them for transferring their interest in the ZooMediaproperties, and because they are not

employed in the broadcasting business on a day-to-day basis, whereas Marco Mazzoli, a

proposed principal of Anco, has broadcast experience and is a station manager of Zoo broadcast

properties.re What this has to do with Section 310(b)(4) and the Declaratory Petition is left

unexplained and provides additional evidence that JVC Media has no interest other than its own

private interest in securing a beneficial outcome in its private litigation against Zoo.

13. In support of its Petition, JVC Media provides no supporting affidavits for the

Commission to evaluate in determining if JVC Media has provided specific allegations of fact

sufficient to demonstrate that a grant of the Declaratory Petition would be primafocie

inconsistent with the public interest. JVC Media's allegations consist, instead, wholly of ultimate

conclusory facts and general allegations solely premised on information or belief to establish its

case.

14. Moreover, as noted, it is quite obvious from JVC Media's own language in its

Comments, which parrot its language in its Petition to Deny, that JVC Media has no interest in

advancing the public interest, but is, instead, fixated on pursuing its own private interests in its

Florida Litigation against Zoo. JYC Media claims standing to object to the Zoo application

based, in large part, on its Florida contract complaint20 and acknowledges that it "has a

significant interest in knowing" which of the Zoo contracts Anco will agree to release Zoo

from.2l That private interest has no relationship to any FCC determination under Section

310(dX4) of the Act with respect to the ownership of a commission licensee.

t8 Id. atp. 3. What JVC Media's "interest" in those Zoo contracts, which will or will not be assigned to
Anco at closing, has to do with the FCC's Section 310(bX4) enforcement obligations is left unclear and,
apparently, is beyond JVC Media's ability to explain.
te Id. atpp. 5-7.
20 Id. atp.2.
2t Id. atp.3.
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15. Likewise, JVC Media's attack on Ms. Scudetlari and Ms. Manca, as well as Mr.

Mazzoli, consists of ultimate, conclusionary facts and general allegations based on mere

information and belief. These individuals have seen their reputations and character attacked for

no reason other than they have been connected to radio stations. Zoo's principals were attacked

because Zoo has refused to pay JVC Media off by agreeing to JVC Media's settlement terms in

the Florida Litigation.

16. Moreover, JVC Media's assertion that a station's principals must be the ones to

serve as the managers of a broadcast station is just plain wron g. In Bechtel v. FCC2 and, Bechtel

v. FCC 11,23 the Court observed that the Commission's policy for choosing between applicants to

own new broadcast stations could not be approved, since the Commission had never spelled out

why an owner-manager would be more sensitive to community needs than an owner who hires a

professional manager, such as Mr.Mazzoli. As the Court observed, the fact that corporate

America generally does not insist upon integration of ownership and management casts doubt on

the Commission's speculations about any benefits involving owners serving as managers, as

advocated by JVC Media.2a In fact, "the Commission is reluctant to impose on applicants any

one view of what constitutes a well managed broadcast venture."25 As noted by the Bechtel

Court, business "executives routinely supervise a variety of [business] activities...without being

the least bit apathetic about the performance of any."26

17 . Additionally, the JVC Media complaints about the ZoolAnco application contain

no specific allegations of fact demonstrating that a grant of the instant application would be

primafacie inconsistent with the public interest. JVC Media's general conclusory allegations are

based solely on speculation and surmise. Neither does JVC Media demonstrate in its pleading

that there is any substantial material question of fact which it has presented calling for fuither

inquiry. JVC Media obviously is aware that what is proposed is a transfer of control from the

22 957 F.2d,873 (D.c. cir. 1992).
23 lo F.3d 875 (D.c. cir. 1993).
24 Id. at 880. Moreover, the issue in the Bechtel decisions concerned which radio station applicant was
best qualified. No one ever concocted a theory, like JVC Media has, that any station licensee principal
who spends a great deal of time operating another non-broadcast business should be viewed with
suspicion as a radio station owner.
25 Id. at 881 (quoting Omaha TV 15, Inc.,4 FCC Rec. 730,732-33 (19S8)).
261d. at884.
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current members of Zoo to Anco, since, as previously cited in the Zoo and, Anco Opposition to

Petition to Deny, JVC Media has related that fact in the heading of its Petition to Deny. As

previously noted, Zoo expressly stated in its application that the "Legal Name of the Transferor"

was the Zoo Communications, LLC current members.2T The Transfer of Control App. lists Anco

as the Transferee and contains a copy of the Declaratory Petition, which describes why Anco

should be approved as Zoo's parent.

18. As noted, the JVC Media Comments, to a substantial extent, are a word-for-word

repeat of its unfortunate Petition to Deny the Zoo-Anco Transfer of Control App.'* However,

JVC Media does add one paragraph at footnote 3 on page 6 of its Comments, where JVC Media

attempts to defame Marco Mazzoli, because of his allegedly questionable (according to JVC

Media) Italian broadcast record. And where does JVC Media find disparaging information about

Mr. Mazzoli? It cites Wikipedia, then compounds its misinformation effort by asserting that the

Commission should investigate Mr.Mazzoli's alleged "history of regrilatory compliance with

Italian broadcasting authorities," solely based on JVC Media's hatchet job.

19. JVC Media provides not one shred of factual evidence to support its speculative

assertions demeaning Mr.Mazzoli. Instead, JVC Media cites to Mr.Mazzoli's Wikipedia page

as evidence, but, Wikipedia, itself, has noted that it should not be cited as a source. "We advise

special caution when using Wikipedia as a source for research projects...Remember that

Wikipedia is a wiki. Anyone in the world can edit an article, deleting accurate information or

adding false information, which the reader may not recognize. Thus, you probably shouldn't be

citing Wkipedia."2e In view of the fact that any individual can post anything about anyone on

Wikipedia, there is no legal basis for according JVC Media's attack on Mr. }y'razzoli any validity.

Moreover, the Commission has previously stated that Wikipedia citations can not be used to

support proper allegations of fact.3o

27 See note 2, supra.
28 See, for example, JVC Media's Comments in which JVC Media refers to the "above-captioned
application for consent to transfer of control of Zoo" despite the fact that the above-caption has to do with
the Declaratory Petition.
2e Wikipedia, https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/IVikipedia:Citing-Wikipedia. (last visited Feb. 2, 2018)
(emphasis in original). .See Attachment B.
30 "It is well settled that news reports, whether from newspapers or the Internet, and Wikipedia citations
do not satisfy the requirement in Section 309(d) of the Act that a petitioner must support its allegations of
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In view of the above, JVC Media has failed to present any specific factual allegations

sufficient to show that approval of the Declaratory Petition would be primafacie inconsistent

with the public interest and has also failed to raise a substantial and material question of fact

warranting further inquiry. Anco and its principals are fully qualified to be the owners of

Commission licensee Zoo and grant of the Declaratory Petition will servce the public interest,

convenience and necessity.

Respectfully submitted,

ZOO COMMUNICATIONS, LLC
and

By:

Shainis & P eltzman Chartered
1850 M Street NW, Suite 240
Washington, DC 20036

February 2,2018

fact, other than those of which official notice can be taken, with affidavits of persons with first-hand
knowledge of those facts." Los Angeles Social Justice Radio Project,3l Rcd 7506,7510 n.36(2016)
citing DFIir Radio License, LLC,29 FCC Rcd 804,810 (2014).

S1# #CLIENT MATTERS\ZOO\FCC\REPLY COMMENTS 2.2.I 8.dOCX



ATTACHMENT A
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STATE OF FLORTDA

COUNTY OT MTAL{i-DADE

)
)
)

BEFORE ME, an officer duly authorized to talce oaths and administer acknowledgments,

personally appeared Bemard L. Egori rvho, under oath, stated the following:

1. I am over the age of 18 years and have pwsonal knowledge of all of the facts

stated herein.

2. I am an atlomey iieensed to practice law by the State ol Floricla and serve as

counsel to Zoo Communications, LLC ('Zoo") in the action styled JT1C ]rledia af kruth Florida,

LLC v. Zoo Cornmunications, LLC, CaseNo, 502017CA0120?5XlOffiMB, pending in the 15rl'

Judicial Circuit Court of Palm Beach County, Florida (the "Florida Litigation').

3. On or about December 12, 2017, I had a telephr:ne conversation with counsel for

JVC lvledia of $outh Flor:ida, LLC ("fVC"), William Pincus, regarding the Florida Litigation and

the prospect of settlement, During the courxe of this conversation, Mr. Pincus advised me of

Zoo's pending potitinri filed with the Federal Communications Cosunission {the "FCC') relating

to foreign ownership (the '-Zoo Petition"). Mr. Pincus stated that if the Florida Litigation could

not be resolvecl irnmediately, JYC would be trling "ar: objection" to the Zso Petitlon. tr asked L&.

Pincus whether a settlement of the $lorida Litigation would remove the need for "tVC to nssert its

objection anci would oflerate *s a '"gl*bal s{ttlen}cnt" axd }dr, Pincr:"s replied affintatively.

tt,. 0l:e rve*ir l*Ier, srr D*rrmhry lp":iO!'i, ] had a ser:$neJ tei*phont cotvergalion

with Mr', Pincus ciLrri:rg wluch v{,i: i.,igi{ifl riisr:ri*s*d ti:* pr,r:;sp*ci r:i. ,t*ttlirrg tir* Flrriela Litigatictt"

iiuririg this secr;nr{ r:*rrversafiorr, Ivll", Pi*cus ;"r:i:riideri r"r}e iiul'i if we did nct resolvc the Fk:rirJa

l"rtigeti** qur,:.ir|1,. J"VC v*rikl. b* li.lii:r; r'rli r;1.:3e::ii** with ih* Ffl{',



5. Terr days later, on December 29,2017,I emailed Adr. Pincus to request an

exte*sion of time to respond to the Complaint flled in the Florida Litigation and to further

consicler JVC's latest settlement demand. Mr. Pincus replied to my email by agreeing to the

reque*ted extensions, but also added "[h]owev€rr fVC is filing an objection to Zoo's FCC

Petition. Just thought you should know."

PURT}IER A.FFIANT SAYETH NAUGHT. . -:;?

SWORN T0 AND SUIISCRIBED befbre me thjs 26th day of January,2018, by Bernard

--*'-"7
L. Egozi, rvho personally appearerl and ! is personally known to melor produced

.":-.._"* ** " I

as identification. The affiant took an oath.

*d.*l'i% cil.[ftfl-o$IrtruTUcttER

" -h,zld k My ({.}l{utsstcf{ I rF $4771

".m" ,,|Iilff:ffi*,,;fli3.
Printed Name or Notary Stamp
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Wikipedia:Citing Wikipedia - Wikipedia

Wikipedia : Citing Wikipedia
For the policy page about citing Wikipedia within Wikipedia articles, please see WP:CIRCULAR.
Forthecitation-generationtooltocreateacitationfromanaarticle,pIeasesee-
**i*! t!"rhi:1"_ss_n

Caution is advised when using Wikipedia as a source.
ln many academic institutions, references to
Wikipedia, along with most encyclopedias, are
unacceptable for research papers. This does not mean
that Wikipedia material should be used without citation:
pJgglffl_sJlf of Wikipedia material is also academically
unacceptable.

This help page is a.[gy;t*o3lt'_d_e_.
It details processes or procedures of some aspect or aspects of Wikipedia's
norms and practices. lt is not one of Wikipqdia's-_pq!.i , as it
has not been thorougl"lyJ9lle_d-Dy_ !h.e_-".o tfnty.--

Wikipedia has a tool to generate citations for particular articles. For
the cite tool, see Sp-S_q-tal;-C*r_tg_, or follow the "Cite this page" link in
the toolbox on the left of the page in the article you wish to cite.

We advise special caution when using Wikipedia as a
source for research projects. Normal academic usage of
Wikipedia and other encyclopedias is for getting the general facts

of a problem and to gather keywords, references and

bibliographical pointers, but not as a source in itself. Remember

that Wikipedia is a wi-ki. Anyone in the world can edit an article,

deleting accurate information or adding false information, which

the reader may not recognize.'l}rlus,yottprobaib-lr s|n;ouldn't be
gtting-!{_i@pe4ig. This is good advice for all lS*igg;gglggs such

as encyclopedias, which are designed to introduce readers to a
topic, not to be the final point of reference. Wikipedia, like other

encyclopedias, provides overviews of a topic and indicates sources

of more extensive information. See researching wilh-Wikipedia and

eq4dqnlg;lg_u*o*fJmmgd4formoreinformation.

If you do decide to cite Wikipedia, remember that its articles

are constantly changing: cite exact time, date, and the article

version you are using. Pggg-blglgy and toolbox features "p-ilgtbig
++i-"-lg" and "perrnanent.Ifgk" are very useful for finding that
information.

If you decide to quote or paraphrase Wikipedia text (despite all the warnings above applying to the informationin
Wikipedia), then you must cite Wikipedia appropriately; otherwise you plagiarise.

https://en.wikipedia.org/wikiMikipedia:Citing_Wikipedia 118

Readers' FAQ and help

Ahe"nl-v"Yilsipsdre(4{mri-strJie-r'IAgs)'
Aglhg1ity_ggnfigl . Categories . Censorship .

' Pnar9jg-rJelrgn '

lmeges qnC""m"H[irneCm" ' !!4iqp&ruels-
. Mobil-e_-gccegS". Nayigqtlgn .

Other languages . Page names

F_t_o_!g_qteQ p--ege,q . Searching . Student help

Researching with Wikipedia

CJtin_g*W-ikipedia

-c_pn!Ip!.LtrUg-tejruhpedr_a

Readers'glossary

Readers'index

E-ee-{etlg guide to_ W!k!pp-d!a



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Michael Nuell, hereby certify that I have sent, this
the foregoing REPLY COMMENTS to the following:

Francisco R. Montero, Esq.*
Anne Goodwin Crump, Esq.*
1300 North 17th Street
1lth Floor
Arlington, Y422209
(montero@fhhlaw. com; crump@flrhlaw. com)

Albert Shuldiner, Esq. *

Chief, Audio Division, Media Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
445l2th St SW
Washington, DC 20554
(albert. shuldiner@fcc. gov)

Michael Wagner, Esq.*
Federal Communications Commission
445 t2th St SW
Washington, DC 20554
(michael.wagner@fcc. gov)

Tom Hutton, Esq.*
Federal Communications Commission
445 tzth St SW
Washington, DC 20554
(tom.hutton@fcc.gov)

*sent via email only

2"d day of February,2018, copies of

17
/ r^.r/t
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